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official year 1908-09 show the value of goods dis-
charged at ports hi the United Kingdom but
finally destined for ports in other countries as
^136,000 only. The United Kingdom returns for
1908 show a value of nearly ^3,000,000 for goods
so discharged. It could not, of course, be ex-
pected that the value of the goods declared in
England, which would include the cost of carnage
from India, would exactly correspond with the
values declared at the time of their export from
India ; and, moreover, it is true that in one case
the figures for the calendar year and, in the other,
those for the official year have been taken. These
facts are, however, quite insufficient to account for
the large discrepancy. The correct explanation
is uncertain. But it may be mentioned, that large
quantities of goods are exported from India for
foreign countries ma the United Kingdom, this
involving a transhipment in an English port. In
such cases when, as frequently happens, there is a
through bill of lading, the Indian exporter may
(in spite of the intermediate transhipment) quite
correctly declare the foreign port as the port of dis-
charge. I am not fully aware of the method in
which such transactions are shown in the returns
of the United Kingdom, but it seems probable
that consignments forwarded in this way would be
included in the values of goods discharged in the
United Kingdom but finally destined for ports in
other countries. In the Indian returns on the other